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EDITORIAL. 


In the Preface to Volume IV of the ‘‘ British Lepidoptera,’’ Mr. 
J. W. Tutt expresses his disapproval of the method of selecting types 
of genera used by Rothschild and Jordan in their ‘‘ Revision of the 
Sphingide.’’ We at first took this view as well. As Mr. Tutt ex- 
presses it, the method appears ‘‘ easy if not scientific,” and he makes 
out a plausible case for the method of subsequent restrictions. In 
fact, considered theoretically, this method seems the only logical one. 
Vet, after studying the subject, we find ourselves converted to Roths- 
child and Jordan’s views. The objection to the method of the 
‘ Merton rules’’ is that it does not work in practice. Mr. Tutt ad- 
mits that it can only be used by ‘‘ one who knows,’’ and this is an 
admission of our contention, expressed in the June issue of this jour- 
nal** that the method requires a complete knowledge of all the litera- 
ture. Mr. Tutt does not seem to appreciate that in many cases no 
one has this knowledge, and even if so there are so many possible in- 
terpretations to the actions of subsequent authors that a fatal objection 
hereby arises to the method, We must have something practical that 
can be applied by every student. The method of first species seems 
to promise this, and we therefore favor it. 

It cannot be called a new method. It is credited by Mr. T. s. 
Palmer + to the ‘‘Stricklandian Code’’ of 1842. In 1868 Mr. W.F. 
Kirby ł regarded it as an axiom that where no figure or other indication 


* Journ. N.Y, Ent. Soc., xii, 120, 190d. 

f Dept. Agr., Div. Biol. Surv., N. A. Fauna, No. 23, Index generum mama- 
lium, pp. 19-23, 1904. 

¢ Proc. Ent. Soc. Lond., 1868, xliii. 
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of type was given, the insect placed at the head of the genus was to be 
considered as the type, and that the first section of a genus always 
was to be considered typical. Mr. H. W. Bates stated that Professor 
Westwood had many years ago expressed the view that where an au- 
thor has by means of dissections, figures or in any other way, indicated 
the particular species which he regards as typical of this genus * * * 
that species is of course the type * * *; but where no such indication 
is given by the founder, the first species in the genus is to be taken as 
the type and ought to be so taken in any subsequent dismemberment 
or division of the genus. ‘The idea was combated then on much the 
same lines as at present. Mr. Bates goes on to say that he doubted 
whether there was any such rule as Mr. Kirby stated, and that if it were 
adopted for the future it ought not to be applied to the past. The 
adoption of such a rule retrospectively would cause so much confusion 
that the remedy would be worse than the disease, since it would cause 
the subversion of established nomenclature. In the following discus- 
sion Mr. Pascoe thought the type species should be the most promi- 
nent one, either by its size, abundance or any other circumstance. He 
also showed that the old authors did not themselves regard their first 
species as typical. Mr. Dunning thought that every means thould be 
used to get at the author’sidea, using evidence either ‘‘ intrinsic or 
extrinsic, positive or negative,” and that the species best embodying 
this idea was the type. But where no indication can be found, he 
agreed with the general sentiment of the members present that in the 
division of a genus, the author who divides it has a right to deter- 
mine to which division the original name shall be restricted, and that 
the original name must be retained for some section. The Entomo- 
logical Society of London proceeded then to endorse the view at pres- 
ent embodied in the ‘< Merton rules’’ and the ‘‘ A. O. U. Code.”’ 

{t appears to us that all these objections disappear. Complaint 
of change of long established names can no longer be made when 
every new work changes most of them, on whatever rules it is based. 
If the first species is sometimes atypical, it is not more so than the 
type often arrived at by the method of residues. The great advan- 
tage is that our method is easy, it promises permanence, in that inde- 
pendent students may arrive at the same result, and it will not con- 
demn an author to spend most of his time in the unprofitable study 
of ancient history. 

In the Entomological News for June Dr. J. B. Smith and 
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Professor F. M. Webster have some remarks on this subject. Dr. 
Smith adds nothing in the way of positive suggestion, though he reit- 
erates his objection to the method of first species without giving any 
reasons. We would only remark that if Dr. Smith had taken the 
trouble to read his Systema Naturæ he would not have made the inac- 
curate statement that Linnæus divided the Lepidoptera into Papilio, 
Sphinx, Bombyx, Noctua, etc. Linnæus divided the Lepidoptera into 
three genera only, Papilio, Sphinx and Phalena. The other terms 
are subgeneric, and while we hold that they should probably be raised 
to generic value, we would note that the action of the students of the 
butterflies is inconsistent with that of students of the moths. Linnæus’ 
Paptio has subgeneric divisions as well as Phadena, which have not 
been, but should be used. 

Professor Webster writes at some length. Eliminating a good deal 
of conversational matter and some irrelevant remarks of a facetious 
nature, his contention seems to be that corrections of nomenclature 
should not be accepted at once, but await verification. This appeals 
to us as a sensible suggestion. The question arises as to what consti- 
tutes verification and how long must these proposed corrections wait. 
This may be settled by the use of the latest catalogue. It is custom- 
ary, in all countries where active entomological work is going on, to 
issue a standard catalogue or list at intervals, and we advise entomol- 
ogists to use the names given in the latest catalogue till the new one 
appears. In America, Grote’s list of 1882 was used for ten years. 
Smith’s of 1891 replaced it, and was lately superceded by Bulletin 52, 
U. 5. National Museum. Let all working entomologists follow this 
for the next ten years and not trouble themselves about changes, 
which can, of course, be proposed in the journals, and wait to ripen 
for the next general revision of the list. We refer to the ordinary use 
of names, more especially in economic work, and do not wish to be 
understood to say that actual errors in the synonymy of species should 
be perpetuated. ‘Thus the boll worm may continue to be called 
Heliothis armiger instead of Chloridia obscura, since the change de- 
pends upon a recent idea of generic limitation combined with the 
resurrection of an old specific name; but Afeds faxonii should not be 
retained as a synonym of Æ. “runcatarvfa*® as this erroneous synonymy 
was due only to a clerical error in marking the manuscript for the 
printer. 


ASec LE. J omit, Ento: News, xv, 221, 1004- 
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Professor V. L. Kellogg, of Stanford University, requests us to 
say that he will spend the coming academic year on leave of absence 
in Europe. Personal letters will be forwarded. Requests for reprints 
of papers or for specimens, etc., should be addressed, to avoid delay, 
to the Department of Entomology, Stanford University, California. 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE NEW YORK ENTO- 
MOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 


MEETING OF MARCH 15, 1904. 


Held at the American Museum of Natural {listory. In the absence of the 
president the vice-president, C. W. Leng, presided with fourteen members and twelve 
visitors in attendance. 

On motion of Mr. Weeks the by-laws were suspended and the lecture preceded 
the regular order of business. 

The members and visitors had the pleasure of listening to a most interesting and 
instructive lecture on the *“ Mosquito and its Relation to Malaria,” by Dr. J. B. 
Smith, State Entomologist of New Jersey. Numerous slides were shown to illustrate 
the subject. 

On motion of Mr. Weeks the Society tendered a vote of thanks to Dr. Smith 
for his lecture. 

Under the regular order of business the librarian reported the receipt of the fol- 
lowing exchanges : 

Allgemeine Zeits. f. Entomologie, Vol. IX, Nos. 1 and 2. 

Wiener Entomol. Zeitung, Vol, NNNVI, No. 3. 

Canadian Enta Wolo NANEN. 

Proceedings U. S. National Museum, Vol. XVII, Nos. 1360, 1361, 1362, 1363, 
1364. 

Hor Societatis Ent. Rossicæ, Vol. XXXVI, Nos. 3 and 4. 

Bull. de fa Soc. [mpériale de Naturaliste de Moscow, 1902, No. 4. 

Mr. Leng, chairman, presented a letter from the editor of the JOURNAL as the 
report of the publication committee. 

Mr. Weeks presented a report from the committee appointed to arrange for the 
printing of the list of members of the New York and Brooklyn members. 

On motion of Mr, Davis the report was accepted and turned over to the publica- 
tion committee for action. 

H. G. BARBER, 
Secretary. 


